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See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Qdel | Col ey appeal s the magi strate judge’'s order” granting the
Comm ssi oner of Social Security’s notion for summary judgnent and
affirmng the denial of disability insurance benefits. W have
thoroughly reviewed the parties’ briefs, the joint appendix, and
the adm nistrative record and find no reversible error in the Com
m ssioner’s finding that Col ey was not entitled to benefits because
the onset date of his disability occurred after his insured status
had expired. Furthernore, contrary to Coley’s assertion that the
adm ni strative | aw judge shoul d have further devel oped the record
because Col ey was not represented by counsel at the admnistrative
hearing, we find that further devel opnment was unnecessary. See

Flaten v. Secretary of Heath & Hunan Servs., 44 F.3d 1453, 1458

(9th Cr. 1995) (holding that clai mant cannot receive benefits for
recurrence of disability, if current period of disability began
after expiration of insured status).

Accordingly, we affirmsubstantially on the reasoning of the

magi strate judge. Coley v. Halter, No. CA-99-3529-AMD (D. M. Aug.

21, 2000). W dispense with oral argunent because the facts and

" The parties consented to the exercise of jurisdiction by the
magi strate judge in accordance with 28 U . S.C. A 8 636(c)(1) (West
1993 & Supp. 2000).



| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.
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